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We met wth CDH personnel from pemumng, solid waste and enforcement groups to 
dtscuss the plans for the current and new landfills A list of attendees and charts that were 
presented are attached. 

The issues that surfaced are' 

1 Schedule for closure of old landfill 
2 Requirement for a closure plan to be subnutted under Colorado Code of Regulahons 
(CCR) (sundar to RCRA Subutle D). 
3 Asbestos &sposaI 
4 Moundmg 
5. Opemoons procedures to preclude placement of hazardous waste mto Sanitary landfill 

Each of these issues IS Qscussed below. 

el I 0 

Rewewed for Addressee 
~ ~ ~ . _ _  

Corres Contrd RFP 
5 - 18 -9f - 

DATE BY 

Ret Lfr x 

Schedule for closure of old landfill CDH has prewously been told that the old landfill 1 
wdl be closed in 1991/92 Some people even thlnk they were once told it would be closed 
by 1990 The fact that CERCLA field invesugatlons and samplmg wdl be occumng whde 
the old landfill is sull operahng creates concerns for CDH. Thls IS especially true smce 
they have not seen any operauonal procedures that ind~cate we ate effectwcly keepmg 
hazardous wastes fiom shll gomg into landfiil. EG&G explmed that new procedures 
would be developed and in-place by Aug 9 1 at the landfXI and that plantwide procedures 
would be in-place m 1992 This was seen as a posihve step, but CDH was not convlnced 
that h s  type of actlon should not have already occurred. It was m&cated by CDH that a 
formal letter would be sent to us setang a date by which the old landfill had to be out of 
operatlon This date is expected to be Mar 94 CDH also indated that our achons on the 
old landfill and new landfill need to be on a "fast-track" schedule Key to this issue wll be 
msunng she new landfidl program is pronded wth h e  item fundmg in FY92 

issue was brought up by the sbhd waste group at CDH Evidently Colorado Code of 
Regulauons for Solid Waste mdxates that a closure plan must be submtted and approved 
60 days before the landfill stops operatmg This was not known or planned m the 
CERCLA closure acuons or in&catd u1 the IAG. EG&G must d e t e m e  the appropnate 
method to accoILlIIlodate this issue and a proposal wdl be made to CDH. 
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3 Asbestosd isDosaI, To work towards resoIuuon of this issue it was requested by O H  
that the total mventory of fnable asbestos we propose for d~sposal be ascmned Then it 
could potenhdly be proposed that the fnable asbestos be disposed of rn the landfill on a 
"one-hme-basis" Ths acuon would have to involve the Jefferson County Comssioners 
as well as CDH What was berng recommended by CDH was a one me,  volume 
resmcted disposal 111 a ngd conmner wthm the landfill area It appeared highly unlrkely, 
from CDHs point of wew, that fnable asbestos could be d~sposed of on a regular basis in 
the landfill The &sposal procedures for non-fhable asbestos were questloned somewhat 
but no real issues surfaced 

This issues wolves the reqmment to begin moundmg above the natural 
grade in the landfill area CDH generally accepted our raaonde for this amon but wanted 
to have another meeMg between the responslble techrucal people to understand just what 
was being proposed and how we would mmntam adequate controls This is an EG&G 
acuon 

5 ~ p l a c e m e n t  1 of hazardous waste in the s a n u  
bndfill, Thls was a key lssue wth CDH personnel. These procedures are currently under 
development by EG&G and should be locally rn place at the landfill by August 1991. Plant 
wide procedures are bemg developed for unplementatlon in 1992 CDH indxated that we 
should be in comphance wth Colorado Sammy Waste q'dahOnS NOW! The fact that 
sanitized medical wastes were being landfilled was of paracular interest. EG&G has 
rnd~cated that there are not any FORMAL procedures rn place for the stenlxzaaon and 
&sposal of rnedxal waste but that the chnic 1s followng accepted p m e  for rnfectlous 
waste forms. Procedures are also currently being developed for this area of waste. These 
procedures were requested to be submtted to CDH upon completlon EG&G wrll be 
drrected to prowde these to RFO for transrmttal to CDH 

Other items of mtemt: 

CDH mdxated that the current vabdauon process for analyhcal data takes much too long 
(average 6 months) This is a conhnuing concern on CDHs part 

CDH stressed the need to keep landfill area dry from pWipltahOn and mzflllze the 
operdworiung face of the landfill 
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CDH also mdicated that we should be submthng groundwater analysis from the landfill 
area to the Solid Waste Umt This report mcludes appmximately 20 constituents r e q d  
under the Colorado Code of Regulaoons for solid waste landfills 

Waste Opemoons Branch * I  Waste Opemoons Branch * I  
Attachment 

cc: 
F Gedeman,DOE/RFO 
K. Tichnor, EG&G/RFP 
R.T. Ogg, EG&G/RFP 
M. Amdt, EG&G/RFP 
J.T Crone, EG&G/RFP 
J. Ciucci, EG&G/RFP 
J. Barthel, EG&G/RFP 
D.R. Lobdell, EG&G/RFP 
J.D. Wienand, DOE/RFO 
B. Birk, DOEEGO 
F.Lockhart,DOE/RFO 


